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the site conditions, DOE has a reasonable degree of confidence that protective conditions would 
be met and maintained both during the operation of the remedial action (75 to 80 years) and 
following achievement of water quality goals. Monitoring would confirm performance to meet 
target concentrations. 
 
2.4 No Action Alternative 
 
Although DOE would not remediate contaminated materials or ground water under this 
alternative, DOE would likely complete tasks necessary to secure the site to minimize the 
potential for accidents. For example, power would be turned off and equipment would be 
removed. This alternative is analyzed to provide a basis for comparison to the action alternatives 
and is required by NEPA regulations (40 CFR 1502.14[d]). 
 
Under the No Action alternative, DOE would not remediate on-site surface contamination, which 
includes the existing tailings pile, contaminated materials and buildings, and unconsolidated 
soils. The existing tailings pile with its interim cover would not be capped and managed in 
accordance with 40 CFR 192 standards; this consequence of the No Action alternative would 
conflict with the requirements of the Floyd D. Spence Act. In addition, no site controls or 
activities to protect human health or the environment would be continued or implemented. Public 
access to the site would be unrestricted. All site activities, including operation and maintenance 
activities, would cease. Vicinity properties located close to the site and near the town of Moab, 
including residences, commercial and industrial properties, and vacant land, would also not be 
remediated. 
 
Initial and interim ground water actions would not be continued or implemented. DOE would 
abandon all ongoing and planned activities designed to protect endangered species and prevent 
discharge of contaminated ground water to the Colorado River. No further media sampling or 
characterization of the site would take place. 
 
A compliance strategy for contaminated ground water beneath the site would not be developed in 
accordance with standards in 40 CFR 192. Contaminated ground water would discharge 
indefinitely to the backwater areas of the Colorado River, and ammonia concentrations would 
continue to exceed protective levels. No institutional controls would be implemented to restrict 
the use of ground water, and no long-term surveillance and maintenance would take place. 
Because no activities would be budgeted or scheduled at the site, no further initial, interim, or 
remedial action costs would be incurred.  
 
2.5 Alternatives Considered But Not Analyzed 
 
This section addresses on-site and off-site alternatives, including locations, that were initially 
considered on the basis of preliminary assessment. However, they were eliminated from detailed 
evaluation for this draft EIS. 
 
2.5.1 On-Site Alternatives 
 
On-site alternatives for surface remediation that were initially considered included (1) stabilize-
in-place, (2) solidification, (3) soil washing, and (4) vitrification. All but stabilize-in-place were 
eliminated from detailed evaluation. The rationale for elimination is discussed below. 




